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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment filed May 29, 2003 in which Claim 26 has been 
amended, has been place of record in the file as Paper No. 12. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-15, 18-25 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Denovich et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,254,421) in view of Boron et al. 

raiciu mu. u,^.o»t,o/ / win ■ icyaiu iu oicums i-^ anu z», uenovicn ex ai. 
discloses a connector (110) comprising: a housing (112) defining an interior channel 
(166) and having two opposing sides (162), wherein the housing (112) includes 
opposing first (area around 16) and second (area around 18) engagement surfaces 
defining at least one opening (16,18); and a crimping device (114) movably positioned 
inside the housing (112). See Figs. 6-10. 
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However, Denovich et al. doesn't show the at least one opening having at least 
one indent. 

Boron et al. discloses a splice connector (10) having a housing (20) including at 
least one opening (56) having at least one indent (58). See Fig. 1 . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the connector of Denovich et al. by including at 
least one indent in the at least one opening as taught in Boron et al. in order to make 
the connector suitable for a wide variety of mating connectors. 

With regard to Claim 3, Denovich et al. discloses the housing (112) being formed 
of a nonconductive material. See Figs. 6-10. 

With regard to Claims 4-6, and 19-21 , the combination of Denovich et al. and 
Boron et al. discloses the claimed invention except for the housings formed of a 
polycarbonate material, a polyester material, or a polypropylene material. It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to form the housings of a polycarbonate material, a polyester material, or a 
polypropylene material, since it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker 
in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as 
matter of obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

With regard to Claim 7, Denovich et al. discloses the housing (112) being formed 
of at least two different materials. See Figs. 6-10. 

With regard to Claim 8, Denovich et al. discloses the crimping device (1 14) being 
positioned in the housing (112) adjacent the channel (166). See Figs. 6-10. 
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With regard to Claim 9, Denovich et al. discloses a crimping portion (168). See 
Figs. 6-10. 

With regard to Claim 10, Denovich et al. discloses a lower surface (lower part of 
168) in the crimping portion (168). See Figs. 6-10. 

With regard to Claim 1 1 , Denovich et al. discloses the housing (112) including 
opposing first (116) and second engagement (160) surfaces defining at least one 
opening (168) fluidly communicating with the channel (166). See Figs. 6-10. 

With regard to Claim 12, Denovich et al. discloses the first (116) and second 
engagement (160) surfaces defining a first pair of planes different from a pair of planes 
defined by the two opposing sides. See Figs. 6-1 0. 

With regard to Claim 13, Denovich et al. discloses the crimping portion (168) 
defining at least one opening fluidly communicating with the channel (166). See Figs. 6- 
10. 

With regard to Claim 14, Denovich et al. discloses a connecting plate (124) 
adjacent the channel (166). See Figs. 6-10. 

With regard to Claim 15, Denovich et al. discloses a telsplice stick device (110) 
comprising: a first connector (Fig. 10) having a housing (112) and opposing sides; and a 
second connector (Fig. 10) having a housing (1 12) and opposing sides, wherein the 
housings (112) include opposing first (area around 16) and second (area around 18) 
engagement surfaces defining at least one opening (16,18); wherein at least one of the 
opposing sides of the first connector (Fig. 10) is removable connected to one of the 
sides of the second connector (Fig. 1 0). See Figs. 6-1 0. 
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However, Denovich et al. doesn't show the at least one opening having at least 
one indent. 

Boron et al. discloses a splice connector (10) having a housing (20) including at 
least one opening (56) having at least one indent (58). See Fig. 1 . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the connector of Denovich et al. by including at 
least one indent in the at least one opening as taught in Boron et al. in order to make 
the connector suitable for a wide variety of mating connectors. 

With regard to Claim 18, Denovich et al. discloses the housings (112) being 
formed of a nonconductive material. See Figs. 6-10. 

With regard to Claim 22, Denovich et al. discloses the first connector (Fig. 10) 
housing (112) being formed of one nonconductive material and the second connector 
(Fig. 10) housing (112) being formed of a second nonconductive material. See Figs. 6- 
10. 

With regard to Claim 23, Denovich et al. discloses a crimping device (114) being 
positioned in each of the housings (112) adjacent to a channel (166) defined therein. 
See Figs. 6-10. 

With regard to Claim 24, Denovich et al. discloses the first and second 
connectors (Fig. 10) further including a crimping portion (168). See Figs. 6-10. 

With regard to Claim 25, Denovich et al. discloses a connecting plate (124) 
adjacent to the channel (166). See Figs. 6-10. 
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4. Claims 16-17, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Denovich et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,254,421) in view of Boron et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,284,977) and Teytaud (U.S. Patent No. 4,219,249). The combination of Denovich et 
al. and Boron et al. discloses the claimed invention except for the use of ultrasonic weld 
to connect the first and second connectors. 

Teytaud discloses the use of ultrasonic weld to connect different connectors. See 
Figs. 1-3 and Column 2, Lines 15-33. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
connector of Denovich et al. and Boron et al. by using ultrasonic weld to connect the 
connectors as taught in Teytaud to obtain an easy and accomplished weld between the 
connectors. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed May 29, 2003 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. In response to Applicant's argument regarding Claims 1,15, 19-21 and 
26, that the Boron et al. reference does not show the at least one opening having at 
least one indent, Applicant is reminded that, as stated in the above rejection, Boron et 
al. discloses a splice connector (10) having a housing (20) including at least one 
opening (56) having at least one indent (58). Applicant is also reminded that one cannot 
show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are 
based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 
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(CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 
Therefore, the Examiner considers that one with ordinary skill in the art would modify 
the connector of Denovich et al. by including at least one indent in the at least one 
opening as taught in Boron et al. in order to make the connector suitable for a wide 
variety of mating connectors. 

In response to Applicant's argument regarding Claims 4-6 and 19-21 that the 
Denovich et al. reference does not show the housings being formed of a polycarbonate 
material, a polyester material, or a polypropylene material. As mentioned in the 
rejection, the Examiner considers that it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to form the housings of a 
polycarbonate material, a polyester material, or a polypropylene material, since it has 
been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material 
on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as matter of obvious design choice. In 
reLeshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

In response to Applicant's argument regarding Claim 26 that the combination of 
Denovich et al. and Teytaud does not show the weld being breakable during the 
connection of the at least two electrical cables, Applicant is reminded that the claim only 
requires the weld to be able to break. To perform a function is not a positive limitation 
but only requires the ability to so perform. It does not constitute a limitation in any 
patentable sense. 
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Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Edwin A. Leon whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
6253. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paula A. Bradley can be reached on (703) 308-2319. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
308-7722 for regular communications and (703) 308-7722 for After Final 
communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0956. 


Edwin A. Leon 

AU2833 ^^qMuA 

P. AUSTIN BRADLEY (j 

EAL SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 

August 1 , 2003 TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2800 


